Replies to the specific comments: 1) Figures are not clear, the legend is missing or confuse in Figure 1. Figure 2 is not interesting and
should be shown separately. We partially agree with the reviewer. We will modify slightly the figure 1 adding a legend (but not for the colours of the different basins) and adding the meaning of thick black line in the figure caption. With regard to the figure 2, we consider it important since it shows the overall variability of the daily flows in the considered basins. With regard to the figure 4, we'll split it into two different figures (improving them) in the reviewed paper. used a minimum of 7 years, Fennessey and Vogel, 1990 used a minimum of 12 years). This is due to the fact that this approach can not be assimilated to the traditional approach of flood frequency analysis in which a greater sample size is sometimes required.
2) Authors
3) In page 7064, line 11, Thornthwaite (1948) is cited but it is not referenced. That's true. We forgot to insert this reference. We will reference it in the final version of the paper. Actually we used other morpho-climatic catchment characteristics in addition to those listed in table 1. These characteristics come from the SIRI (as mentioned at p.7064, line 6) which is a geodatabase containing many morpho-climatic catchment characteristics and climatic data relative to the Sicily. Initially we tried to relate each of the three parameters of proposed FDC (a, b and D w ) to about 20 main morpho-climatic catchment characteristics of the examined basins (and among these, we used basin slope, main stream length, mean areal annual temperature, shape coefficient and others) and in a second time we decide to limit the number of characteristics to show in the table 1 on the basis of results of stepwise analysis. We will better explain this selection in the reviewed paper.
4) In page 7064, line 12, "

5) I could be interesting to see if there is a relationship among performance index and area as it is expressed in page 7066, lines 18 and 19. In order to explain the high performance index in small basins and the reduction of the performance index at large basins. Are these effects related to the different sub-zones?
Unfortunately there is no a clear trend and the adimensional RMSE seems to be not dependent by the considered zone (see figure below) . We made the plot suggested by the reviewer but we do not consider it worth to be inserted in the paper. Relationship between basin area and adimensional RMSE for each considered zone 6) Finally, using just 3 basins during the validation process is not enough, it is required to perform validation at different basin sizes, and please justify the selection of the 3 basin to be calibrated, it was a random selection? The choice of the three basins used for the validation of the procedure was more and less randomly. We mean that we choose randomly three basins, one for each zone, which were representative of the basins size distribution [we choose one basin with the area lower than 60 km 2 (15 basins), one with area ranging from 60 to 160 km 2 (14 basins) and the third one with area greater than 160 km
